OPEN LETTERS. 

A defense of the Botanischer Jahresbericht. 

The criticisms uttered by Mr. J. Christian Bay in the December 
number of the Botanical Gazette ( 18 : 471-472. 1893) require 
an answer on the part of the editor of the Botanischer Jahresbericht. 
1 his answer must, above all, urge the incredible want of interest the 
greatest part of botanists talce in the Jahresbericht. Indeed, the 
Jahresbericht mentions about 7,000 botanical writings every year, and 
what is the number of separates sent to the editor? 270-280 ayear! 
I he number of periodicals to be reviewed every year is certainly more 
than 1,000, and what is the number of periodicals the editor is pre- 
sented with? About twenty! And Mr. Bay says: “A work of this 
kind ought not to rely only upon donations!" Only! It w'ould be laugh- 
able were it not too painful. Mr. Bay will see from these data, that the 
editor, as well as his staff of collaborators, is relying a good deal upon 
“ books and papers, which could be bought or otherwise promptly 
secured.” Ihe editor is not enabled to buy more than he does, for 
the botanical world neglects the Jahresbericht in still another man- 
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so that his work does not enable him to buy costly books and periodi¬ 
cals in a greater number. The same is to be said for the collabora¬ 
tors. Ihey all stick to their work in the most disinterested man ner, 
and sacrifice for the Jahresbericht , and consequently for botanica 

Science, more time and labor than most botanists have any idea o • 
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the editor to half a dozen or to a dozen collaborators. so, a ^‘7 nn i 
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ing numerous visits (partly vain, partly successful) to the libraries. 

nis labor is immensely enlarged, the time he needs for finishing 
nis report increases in a very troublesome manner. The Jahresbericht 

1S ^ij , ec ^ mu ^. later than the editor himself and the botanical 
Horld desire. Ihis would all be changed if the botanists of all 
countries would think of sending their publications directly to the 

\ lt0r n , iese writings might then be distributed immediately among 
ne collaborators, and these might work out the greatest part of their 
reports in their studies, with an invaluable gain of time, so that the Jahr- 
« enc/it might be published more promptly. What a difference, for 
s «nee, tor the bacteriological collaborator to have—as indeed he has 
ene 0 three separates every year from the authors themselves by the 
' crvent.on of the editor, and to search for the rest of the bacteriologi- 

t, i Wri . tin ^ T severa l hundreds of periodicals,—or, as it ought to be, 
-pi _ a y? sor J ie hundreds of separates from the bacteriologists themselves! 

: f tm J a . ? w ^ ever >' year for working off the extensive Jahresbericht 

1 Jc or ^ r * Ba y has entirely overlooked. The editor sets a greater 
a t » ? n a PP ear >ng of the fahresbericht in due time than on its 

himsAif C et ^ ness » an( l he is of opinion that a botanical author 
knnu'n ti aS i. a greater interest in seeing his writings publicly 
havp v an ^ eBow botanists and the editor of the Jahresbericht 
incr äh * e ' er “ i eless, most botanists will do nothing at all for spread- 
!ah,e fheir articles, but depend entirely on the staff of the 

ot her periodicals of similar character.—E. Kcehne, 

*nedenau bet Berlin, Kirchstr. j. 

. . ® n . Com Pass plants and twistingr of leaves. 

natifr^ >eri J i *^ w ? u ld like to present a few remarks concerning 
plants tl° tor sions in the leaves of the so-called compass 
(supra Dn tors * ons were described as twisting by Mr. Meehan 
for eoJd i 5 o~ i 59 ) : The leaf-movements in the compass plants are, 

Meehan stat aS °ü S ’ ^ nter P rete< i a s heliotropical torsions. Now, Mr. 
effort nf l, 3 ’ eS i 1 iat f hese torsions result from cnm*»wh* 
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mtr had ,^ eian has, evidently, confounded different movements. Hav- 
toexnlain 11 ^ e ^P er * ence with compass plants, I shall be ab'e, I think, 
betonst in fu -; Ieeha n , s results. The question is very simple, and 
XC&mJS Elements of vegetable physiology. 
a rticle on ?P ts - Experiments (the literature was given in my 
ibo„ , 1 in ' s sub ject in the Deutsche Botanische Monatsschrift 11 : 1. 
is assumtd de . mon strated that (1.) The vertical position of the leaves 
%ht. (2 uh,' w hen the plant is growing fully exposed to the sun- 
l h e fixed litrkt n • e Pl ant > s growing in the shade, the leaves assume 
receive onlvtK^'Position. (3.) When the plants are so situated that they 
the leaves ni C od r l ue ra ys of either the morning or the evening sun, 
ra )‘ s . (a 1 \vt Ce ^heir superior surfaces at right angles to the ineident 
ce > v e the sim ,en P^nts are under such circumstances that they re- 
leaves n r pc« , S on ly when the sun is high in the heavens, the 

These recni» their su P er |or surfaces to the incident rays. 

1 think that c 5? a * n ly indicate that the torsions are physiological. 
pUined from u '* ee b a n’s observations are very easily and simply ex* 
»hich ha«? K Whatwe know of the relations of heliotropism to growth, 

een estabhshed mainly by De Vries, Müller-Thurgau, Ch. 





